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DETAILED ACTION 

Acknowledgements 

1 . This communication is in response to the Application No. 1 0/581 ,881 
filed on 26 October 2011. 

2. Claims 24-35 are currently pending and have been fully examined. 

3. Claims 1 -23 have been cancelled by the Applicant. 

4. For the purpose of applying the prior art, PreGrant Publications will be 
referred to using a four digit number within square brackets, e.g. [0001]. 

Response to Applicant's Amendments/Remarks 

5. Applicant's response, filed on 26 October 201 1 , has fully been considered, but is 
moot in light of new grounds of rejection. 

In light of Applicant's choice to pursue system claims, Applicants are also 
reminded that functional recitations using the word "for," "adapted to", "configured to," or 
other functional terms (e.g. see claim 24 which recites "...processor programmed to 
operate as...;") have been considered but are given little patentable weight 1 because 
they fail to add any structural limitations and are thereby regarded as intended use 
language. To be especially clear, all limitations have been considered. However a 
recitation of the intended use in a system claim must result in a structural difference 
between the claimed system and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the 
claimed system from the prior art. 

Claims 27-29, 32 and 34 contains similar language found in claim 24. 

1 See e.g. In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 217 USPQ401,404 (Fed. Cir. 1983)(stating that although all limitations must 
be considered, not all limitations are entitled to patentable weight.). 
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Examiner would also like to point out that Official Notice was used in the previous 
office action mailed on 8 March 2010 to indicate that whose format is converted by the 
format conversion unit based on the digital signature were old and well known in the art. 
Since applicant has not attempted to traverse this Official Notice statement, Examiner is 
taking the common knowledge or well-known statement to be admitted prior art. 2 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 24-25, 29-30, 32, 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakahara etal .. (US 2003/0048907) C Nakahara ") and in view of 
Ferrante et al. . (US 6,915,278) (" Ferrante ") and in view of Demartini et al. , (US 
2004/023671 7) (" Demartini ') and in further view of McKune (US 2002/01 69974) 
(" McKune "). 

As to Claims 24, 29, 32, 34 and 35: 

Nakahara teaches substantially as claimed: 

a license management server ([0099], Figure 6); 
and a terminal device (Figure 6); 



2 See MPEP 2144.03 C; 
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wherein the license management server includes at least one processor 
programmed to operate as: (Figure 2); 

a first license generation unit generating, in a first format, a first license for 
controlling content use in the terminal device ([001 1]); 

a specification information receiving unit receiving an input of format specification 
information that is an instruction, to the terminal device, for converting a format of 
a second license to the first format ([0109], Figure 17); 

and a specification information sending unit sending the received format 
specification information to the... server, wherein the... server includes at least 
one processor programmed to operate as: (Figure 17); 

and wherein the terminal device includes at least one processor programmed to 
operate as: a format conversion unit obtaining the second license from the relay 
server ([0109], Figure 17); 



Nakahara does not expressly teach a relay server however, the Examiner takes Official 
Notice that " a relay server " is old and well known." 3 Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the 
teachings of Nakahara with the commonly recognized practice of " a relay server " 
because servers are often used to process user requests. 



Nakahara does not expressly teach depending on a status of a transmission path to the 
terminal device ; however, the Examiner takes Official Notice that depending on a status 



3 Spencer et al.. (US 2003/0014630) (" Spencef ").r00821 At the application II 

into a master license that is distributed to the pass-through device together with the encrypted audio file or audio files 
(235). The master license is only usable by the pass-through device, so if a user tries to copy the downloaded audio 
file (with or without the master license) to a different computer or pass-through device, the copied audio file will not be 
usable on that target device. Optionally the master license may contain instructions that make the audio files playable 
on the pass-through device, or instructions that allow the user to burn a compact disk from the received audio files. 
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of a transmission path to the terminal device is old and well known. 4 Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Nakahara with the commonly recognized practice of 
depending on a status of a transmission path to the terminal device because 
determining "path" status before a transmission has been performed aids in the insuring 
that data is properly transmitted, when required. 

Nakahara does not expressly teach: 

and converting the format of the second license into the first format, according to 
the format specification information added to the second license; 

However, Ferrante expressly teaches: 

and converting the format of the second license into the first format, according to 
the format specification information added to the second license; 9Col. 3, lines 
15-35); 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Nakahara to include the features of Ferrante because applying a 
known technique to a known device, method, or product ready for improvement to yield 
predictable results. 



Tanino et al., (US 2004/0073648) [0121] FIG. 14 illustrates an example of device information stored in the server 
21 . This information contains an equipment operational status 201 indicating the server operational status, a 
configuration application 202 indicating the application program executed in the server, a transmission line for use 
203 which is the transmission line used by the server during execution of the configuration application, a transmission 
line operational status 204 showing whether the transmission line for use is available, an HBA for use 205 indicating 
the host bus adapter used by the transmission line for use 203, an HBA status 206 indicating the status of the HBA 
for use 205, a target storage 207 to which the HBA for use 205 will be eventually connected, a connection module 
208 used for connection to the target storage 207 and logical addresses (LUN) 209 which are numbers representing 
the access domain in the target storage 207. 
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The combination of Nakahara/Ferrante discloses as discussed above; however, the 

combination of Nakahara/Ferrante does not expressly disclose: 

a modification detection information generation unit generating a digital signature 
for detecting a modification of the first license; and 

sending the generated digital signature to the relay server; 

a second license generation unit (i) generating, in a second format, the second 
license by adding, to the first license, the digital signature for detecting the 
modification of the first license, the second format being different from the first 
format, and (ii) adding, to the generated second license, the format specification 
information received by the license management server; 

a judgment unit judging a presence or absence of the modification of the first 
license using the digital signature for detecting the modification of the first license 
having a format converted from the second format into the first format by the 
format conversion unit; 

However, Demartini expressly teaches: 

a modification detection information generation unit generating a digital signature 
for detecting a modification of the first license ([01 13]); and 

a second license generation unit (i) generating, in a second format, the second 
license by adding, to the first license, the digital signature for detecting the 
modification of the first license, the second format being different from the first 
format, and (ii) adding, to the generated second license, the format specification 
information received... (Figure 8); 

a judgment unit judging a presence or absence of the modification of the first 
license using the digital signature for detecting the modification of the first license 
having a format converted from the second format into the first format by the 
format conversion unit ([0038], [0113], [0115]); 

when the judgment unit judges that no modification is made ([0038], [01 1 3], 
[0115]); 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the combination of Nakahara/Ferrante to include the features of 
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Demartini because applying a known technique to a known device, method, or product 
ready for improvement to yield predictable results. 

The combination of Nakahara/Ferrante/Demasrtini discloses as discussed above; 
however, the combination of Nakahara/Ferrante/Demartini does not expressly disclose: 

sending the generated digital signature to the... server; 

and a use unit using the content according to the first license... 
However, McKune expressly teaches: 

sending the generated digital signature to the... server ([0018]); 

and a use unit using the content according to the first license. ..([0121]); 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the combination of Nakahara/Ferrante/Demartini to include the 
features of McKune because applying a known technique to a known device, method, or 
product ready for improvement to yield predictable results. 

As to Claims 25 and 30: 

Nakahara teaches substantially as claimed: 

and instructs the... server to generate the second license ([0109], Figure 17); 
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Nakahara does not expressly teach a relay ; however, the Examiner takes Official Notice 
that " a relay " is old and well known." 5 Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Nakahara 
with the commonly recognized practice of " a relay " because servers are often used to 
process user requests. 

Nakahara does not expressly teach, when (I) a frequency band of the transmission path 
is narrower than a frequency band predetermined by a characteristic of the transmission 
path, or (ii) a communication speed of the transmission path is slower than a 
communication speed predetermined by the characteristic of the transmission path : 
however, the Examiner takes Official Notice that when (i) a frequency band of the 
transmission path is narrower than a frequency band predetermined by a characteristic 
of the transmission path, or (ii) a communication speed of the transmission path is 
slower than a communication speed predetermined by the characteristic of the 
transmission path is old and well known. 6 



Spencer et al.. (US 2003/0014630) (" Spencer ) J00821 At the application | 
into a master license that is distributed to the pass-through device together with the encrypted audio file or audio files 
(235). The master license is only usable by the pass-through device, so if a user tries to copy the downloaded audio 
file (with or without the master license) to a different computer or pass-through device, the copied audio file will not be 
usable on that target device. Optionally the master license may contain instructions that make the audio files playable 
on the pass-through device, or instructions that allow the user to burn a compact disk from the received audio files. 



Tanino et al.. (US 2004/0073648) [0121] FIG. 14 illustrates an example of device information stored in the server 
21 . This information contains an equipment operational status 201 indicating the server operational status, a 
configuration application 202 indicating the application program executed in the server, a transmission line for use 
203 which is the transmission line used by the server during execution of the configuration application, a transmission 
line operational status 204 showing whether the transmission line for use is available, an HBA for use 205 indicating 
the host bus adapter used by the transmission line for use 203, an HBA status 206 indicating the status of the HBA 
for use 205, a target storage 207 to which the HBA for use 205 will be eventually connected, a connection module 
208 used for connection to the target storage 207 and logical addresses (LUN) 209 which are numbers representing 
the access domain in the target storage 207. 



USPTO 



Page 8 



Application/Control Number: 10/581,881 
Art Unit: 3685 



Page 9 



The combination of Nakahara/Ferrante discloses as discussed above; however, the 
combination of Nakahara/Ferrante does not expressly disclose: 

the modification detection information generation unit; 

sends the generated digital signature to the relay server; 
However, Demartini expressly teaches: 

the modification detection information generation unit ([01 13]); 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the combination of Nakahara/Ferrante to include the features of 
Demartini because applying a known technique to a known device, method, or product 
ready for improvement to yield predictable results. 

The combination of Nakahara/Ferrante/Demasrtini discloses as discussed above; 
however, the combination of Nakahara/Ferrante/Demartini does not expressly disclose: 

sends the generated digital signature to the relay server; 
However, McKune expressly teaches: 

sends the generated digital signature to the relay server ([0018]); 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the combination of Nakahara/Ferrante/Demartini to include the 
features of McKune because applying a known technique to a known device, method, or 
product ready for improvement to yield predictable results. 
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As to Claims 26 and 31 : 

As to, wherein the second license generation unit generates the second license 
so that a data size of the second license generated in the second format is smaller than 
a data size of the first license generated in the first format clauses (e.g. whereby, 
thereby, wherein) that merely states the result of the limitation(s) of a claim(s) does not 
limit the scope of the claim(s). 7 

As to Claim 27: 

Nakahara teaches substantially as claimed: 

wherein the at least one processor of the... is programmed to operates as a 
second sending unit 8 sending the second license to the terminal device via the 
transmission path... ([0099], Figure 6); and 

wherein the at least one processor of the terminal device is programmed to 
obtain the second license from the second sending unit ([001 1]); 

Nakahara does not expressly teach relay server : however, the Examiner takes Official 

Notice that " relay server " is old and well known." 9 Therefore, it would have been 

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the 



7 MPEP §21 11 .04[R-3]; MPEP §2106 II C; §2106.01 ; MPEP §21 14; 

8 In re Harza, 124 USPQ 378 Mere duplication of parts has no patentable significance unless new and 
unexpected result is produced; 

9 Spencer et al.. (US 2003/0014630) (" Spencef ").r00821 At the application II 

into a master license that is distributed to the pass-through device together with the encrypted audio file or audio files 
(235). The master license is only usable by the pass-through device, so if a user tries to copy the downloaded audio 
file (with or without the master license) to a different computer or pass-through device, the copied audio file will not be 
usable on that target device. Optionally the master license may contain instructions that make the audio files playable 
on the pass-through device, or instructions that allow the user to burn a compact disk from the received audio files. 
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teachings of Nakahara with the commonly recognized practice of " relay server because 
servers are often used to process user requests. 



Nakahara does not expressly teach different from the transmission path in the case of 
using the license management server , however, the Examiner takes Official Notice that 
different from the transmission path in the case of using the license management server 
is old and well known. 10 Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Nakahara with the 
commonly recognized practice of different from the transmission path in the case of 
using the license management server because determining "path" status before a 
transmission has been performed aids in the insuring that data is properly transmitted, 
when required. 



As to Claim 28: 

Nakahara teaches substantially as claimed: 

further comprising a plurality of servers, each of the plurality of servers being 
the... server, wherein the at least one processor of each of the plurality 
of... servers is programmed to operate as an "n"th license generation unit 
generating an "n"th ("n" is a natural number that is 2 or greater) license, in an 
"n"th format, by adding, to the first license ([0109], Figure 17); 



Tanino et al., (US 2004/0073648) [0121] FIG. 14 illustrates an example of device information stored in the server 
21 . This information contains an equipment operational status 201 indicating the server operational status, a 
configuration application 202 indicating the application program executed in the server, a transmission line for use 
203 which is the transmission line used by the server during execution of the configuration application, a transmission 
line operational status 204 showing whether the transmission line for use is available, an HBA for use 205 indicating 
the host bus adapter used by the transmission line for use 203, an HBA status 206 indicating the status of the HBA 
for use 205, a target storage 207 to which the HBA for use 205 will be eventually connected, a connection module 
208 used for connection to the target storage 207 and logical addresses (LUN) 209 which are numbers representing 
the access domain in the target storage 207. 
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the "n"th format being different from the first format, and wherein the format 
conversion unit of the terminal device obtains the "n"th license from one... server 
of the plurality of... servers and converts the format of the "n"th license into the 
first format ([0109], Figure 17); 

Nakahara does not expressly teach a relay , however, the Examiner takes Official Notice 
that " a relaV is old and well known." 11 Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Nakahara 
with the commonly recognized practice of " a re/ay " because servers are often used to 
process user requests. 

Nakahara , does not expressly teach: 

the digital signature for detecting the modification of the first license; 
However, Demartini expressly teaches: 

the digital signature for detecting the modification of the first license ([01 13]); 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the combination of Nakahara/Ferrante to include the features of 
Demartini because applying a known technique to a known device, method, or product 
ready for improvement to yield predictable results. 



Spencer et al.. (US 2003/001 4630) ("S£ence£").[0082] At the application 1 
into a master license that is distributed to the pass-through device together with the encrypted audio file or audio files 
(235). The master license is only usable by the pass-through device, so if a user tries to copy the downloaded audio 
file (with or without the master license) to a different computer or pass-through device, the copied audio file will not be 
usable on that target device. Optionally the master license may contain instructions that make the audio files playable 
on the pass-through device, or instructions that allow the user to burn a compact disk from the received audio files. 
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Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
Applicant's disclosure. 



Spencer et al., (US 2003/0014630) (" Spencer "). 




HQ, 1 



[0082] At the application into a master license that is distributed to the pass- 

through device together with the encrypted audio file or audio files (235). The master license is only usable by the 
pass-through device, so if a user tries to copy the downloaded audio file (with or without the master license) to a 
different computer or pass-through device, the copied audio file will not be usable on that target device. Optionally the 
master license may contain instructions that make the audio files playable on the pass-through device, or instructions 
that allow the user to burn a compact disk from the received audio files. 



Tanino et al.. (US 2004/0073648) [0121] FIG. 14 illustrates an example of device information stored in the server 21. 
This information contains an equipment operational status 201 indicating the server operational status, a 
configuration application 202 indicating the application program executed in the server, a transmission line for use 
203 which is the transmission line used by the server during execution of the configuration application, a transmission 
line operational status 204 showing whether the transmission line for use is available, an HBA for use 205 indicating 
the host bus adapter used by the transmission line for use 203, an HBA status 206 indicating the status of the HBA 
for use 205, a target storage 207 to which the HBA for use 205 will be eventually connected, a connection module 
208 used for connection to the target storage 207 and logical addresses (LUN) 209 which are numbers representing 
the access domain in the target storage 207. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from 
the examiner should be directed to Mr. Dante Ravetti whose telephone number is 
(571) 270-3609. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 
9:00am-5 :00pm. 



If attempts to reach examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Mr. Calvin Hewitt may be reached at (571) 272-6709. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (571) 270-4609. 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system see 
http://pa!r-d§rect,yspto,gov. Should you have questions on access to the private 
PAIR system, please contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 1-(866) 
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21 7-91 97. If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 

Representative or access to the automated information system, call 1-(800) 786- 

9199 (IN USA or CANADA) or 1 -(571) 272-1000. 

/Dante Ravetti/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3685 
12/12/2011 



/ANDREW J. FISCHER/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3621 
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